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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a final Office Action on the merits. The amendment received 
December 20, 2007, has been entered. Claims 1-12 have been cancelled. Claims 13- 
37 have been added. Claims 13-37 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 26-30 & 33-36 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other 
multiple dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims have not 
been further treated on the merits. 

3. A series of singular dependent claims is permissible in which a dependent claim 
refers to a preceding claim which, in turn, refers to another preceding claim. 

A claim which depends from a dependent claim should not be separated by any 
claim which does not also depend from said dependent claim. It should be kept in mind 
that a dependent claim may refer to any preceding independent claim. In general, 
applicant's sequence will not be changed. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 23 & 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claim 23 recites "...a futures..." in the second line and "...a debt..." in the third 
line. It is unclear what applicant means by "a futures" and "a debt." Clarification is 
required. For examination purposes, the Examiner has construed the limitation as -a 
futures contract and a debt instrument--. 

Claim 37 contains the same deficiencies and is therefore rejected under the 
same rationale set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 13, 14, 16-20, 23, 24, 31, & 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Martyn et al. (U.S. 6,195,647), and further in view of Lutnick et 
al. (U.S. 2004/0158519). 

As per claim 13, Martyn et al. teaches a method comprising: 
selecting a quadrant from a plurality of quadrants (See column 1 1 , lines 43-44, 
which discusses displaying a selected portion of securities), in which the selected 
quadrant comprises a portion of a customizable display (See column 1, lines 53-58, 
which discusses customizing a trading display) and the selected quadrant comprises a 
benchmark instrument (See figure 4, #4024, which illustrates the inside quote for a 
specific security); 
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retrieving market data for the benchmark instrument and the plurality of non- 
benchmark instruments (See column 5, lines 51-56, which discusses receiving market 
data in real time); and 

generating the customizable display in accordance to a layout (See column 1 , 
lines 53-58, which discusses customizing a trading display). 

However, Martyn et al. does not disclose retrieving a plurality of non-benchmark 
instruments, in which each non-benchmark instrument shares at least one variable in 
common with the benchmark instrument, and in which the benchmark instrument 
comprises a first type of instrument, and in which the one of the plurality of non- 
benchmark instruments comprises a second type of instrument; and 

in which the customizable display comprises the selected quadrant and a 
plurality of other quadrants, and the selected quadrant comprises the retrieved market 
data for the benchmark instrument and the plurality of non-benchmark. 

Lutnick et al. discloses systems and methods for a trading interface with advance 
features (See abstract). 

Both Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. disclose customized trading displays for 
financial instruments. Lutnick et al. discloses non-benchmark issue that are related to 
the benchmark issue (See paragraph 60 and claim 12, which discusses how the non- 
benchmark issue relate to the benchmark issue), the correlation between bonds and 
futures contracts (See paragraph 62, which discusses the interplay between bonds and 
futures contracts), and a compilation of quadrants (See figure 4, which illustrates four 
quadrants, including a selected quadrant). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Martyn et al. 
to include non-benchmark instruments related to a selected benchmark instrument, 
whereby the benchmark instrument and non-benchmark instruments make up different 
instruments, and displaying the market data in quadrants as taught by Lutnick et al. in 
order to allow a trader to user various trading interfaces to create orders, manipulate 
orders, cancel orders, cycle through multiple issues, obtain trading information more 
relevant than limit price stacks, or efficiently buy or sell items inside or within a spread 
market (See paragraph 12). 

As per claim 14, Martyn et al. teaches the layout is selected from a plurality of 
layouts (See column 4, lines 52-67, and column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses 
customizing a trading display, including removing windows, updating windows, and 
adding windows). 

As per claim 16, Martyn et al. teaches receiving a request to replace the layout 
of the customizable display with a second layout (See column 4, lines 52-67, and 
column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses customizing a trading display, including 
removing windows, updating windows, and adding windows). 

As per claim 17, Martyn et al. teaches: 

receiving a request to replace the benchmark instrument with a second 
benchmark instrument, in which the benchmark instrument is associated with the 
selected quadrant (See column 5, lines 62-67, which discusses how a user types the 
name of a security in a text box in order to create a new window); 
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selecting a second quadrant, in which the second quadrant comprises the 
second benchmark instrument (See figure 4, and column 5, line 57, through column 6, 
line 22, which illustrates and discusses how the NASDAQ workstation software fills in 
various information to create a new display); 

removing the selected quadrant from a position in the layout (See column 4, lines 
52-67, and column 7, lines 24-34, which discusses how a user selects the Dynamic 
Quote Setup window by using a Window list box); and 

updating the customizable display to include the second quadrant, in which the 
second quadrant is located in the position that was formerly occupied by the selected 
quadrant (See column 1 , lines 53-58, column 4, lines 52-67, and column 7, lines 23-57, 
which discusses customizing a trading display, including removing windows, updating 
windows, and adding windows). 

As per claim 18, Martyn et al. teaches receiving a request to exchange a 
position of a first quadrant in the layout with the position of a second quadrant in the 
layout (See column 4, lines 52-67, and column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses 
customizing a trading display, including removing windows, updating windows, and 
adding windows). 

As per claim 19, Martyn et al. teaches: 

determining that the request to exchange is a permissible option (See column 10, 
lines 55, through column 11, lines 35,which discusses how a user can open windows for 
individual securities immediately); and 
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updating the customizable display, in which the layout of the updated 
customizable display comprises the first quadrant being located in the position that was 
formerly occupied by the second quadrant and the second quadrant being located in the 
position that was formerly occupied by the first quadrant (See column 4, lines 52-67, 
and column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses customizing a trading display, including 
removing windows, updating windows, and adding windows). 

As per claim 20, Martyn et al. teaches: 

receiving a request to add a third benchmark instrument to the customizable 
display (See column 5, lines 62-67, which discusses how a user types the name of a 
security in a text box in order to create a new window); 

selecting a third quadrant, in which the third quadrant comprises the third 
benchmark instrument (See figure 4, and column 5, line 57, through column 6, line 22, 
which illustrates and discusses how the NASDAQ workstation software fills in various 
information to create a new display); 

replacing the layout that was previously used by the customizable display with a 
second layout, in which the second layout decreases a size of each quadrant from the 
previous layout in order to accommodate the size of the third quadrant (See column 4, 
lines 52-67, and column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses customizing a trading display, 
including removing windows, updating windows, and adding windows); and 

generating the customizable display in accordance to the second layout, in which 
the customizable display comprises a third quadrant (See column 1 , lines 53-58, column 



Application/Control Number: 10/759,957 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3691 

4, lines 52-67, and column 7, lines 23-57, which discusses customizing a trading 
display, including removing windows, updating windows, and adding windows). 

As per claim 23, Martyn et al. teaches at least one of the first type of instrument 
and the second type of instrument comprises at least one of: a bond, [a futures], a 
stock, [a debt], an equity, and another type of instrument (See column 3, lines 36-43, 
which discusses securities). 

As per claim 24, Martyn et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: 

a processor; and 

a memory, in which the memory stores instructions which, when executed by the 
processor, direct the processor (See figure 1, which illustrates a hardware system 
architecture, including a central computer containing a processing unit/memory). 
As per claim 31, Martyn et al. teaches an article of manufacture comprising: 
a storage medium, in which the storage medium stores instructions which, when 
executed by a processor, direct the processor to perform (See figure 1, which illustrates 
a hardware system architecture, including a central computer containing a processing 
unit/memory). 

Claim 37 recites equivalent limitations to claim 23 and is therefore rejected using 
the same art and rationale set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 15, 21, 22, 25, & 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martyn et al. (U.S. 6,195,647), in view of Lutnick et al. (U.S. 
2004/0158519), and further in view of Ram et al. (U.S. 2006/0069635). 

As per claim 15, the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination does not 
disclose that the layout comprises at least one of: 

1x6; 

2x3; 

3x2; and 
6x1. 

Ram et al. discloses a method, software, and system for buying and selling 
financial securities, durable goods, and other items using an interface configured 
according to a user's preference (See abstract). 

Both the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination and Ram et al. discloses 
methods, systems, and respective software for buying and selling securities. Ram et al. 
discloses selectable layouts with the following dimensions: 1 x 6 (See figure 76 and 
paragraph 508, which illustrates and discusses displaying security data in a 1 x 4 layout; 
and, furthermore, how settings and criteria may be pre-defined. A user could provide 
settings and criteria for a 1 x 6 configuration), 2x3 (See figure 68, which illustrates 
displaying security data in a 2 x 3 layout), 3x2 (See paragraph 508, which discusses 
how settings and criteria may be pre-defined. A user could provide settings and criteria 
for a 3 x 2 layout), and 6 x 1 (See figure 76 and paragraph 510, which illustrates and 
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discusses displaying security data in a 1 x 4 layout; and, furthermore, how settings and 
criteria may be pre-defined. A user could provide settings and criteria for a 6 x 1 
configuration). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. 
combination to include dimensional layouts consisting of 1 x 6, 2 x 3, 3 x 2, and 6 x 1 as 
taught by Ram et al. in order to combine the known features of a customized trading 
display with various pre-defined layouts to achieve the predictable result of allowing a 
user to select a preference. 

Claims 25 & 32 recite equivalent limitations to claim 15 and are therefore 
rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 

As per claim 21, the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination does not 
disclose that the size of each quadrant comprises a minimum requirement. 

Ram et al. discloses restricting the configuration of tables (See paragraph 546, 
which discusses how all tables may be purposely restricted according to pre-defined 
configurations); restricting or limiting the table output (See paragraphs 363 & 694, which 
discuss resizing behavior in a Microsoft windows application and restricting the size of a 
table according to a limited number of securities or security categories), controlling the 
height of each table (See paragraph 802, which discusses the configuration or settings 
of a graphical table interface including size and formatting of the table); and a display 
setting tab to restrict layouts (See paragraph 304, which discusses a Display Setting tab 
page that allows a user to restrict size of particular layouts). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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modify the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination to include resizing of trading 
displays, including minimum heights for each quadrant, as taught by Ram et al. in order 
to combine the known techniques of pre-defined movement, size, and display within the 
context of a computer to achieve the predictable result of providing customized user 
preferences. 

As per claim 22, the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination does not 
disclose that the customizable display comprises a maximum quantity of quadrants. 

Ram et al. discloses restricting the configuration of tables (See paragraph 546, 
which discusses how all tables may be purposely restricted according to pre-defined 
configurations); restricting or limiting the table output (See paragraphs 363 & 694, which 
discuss resizing behavior in a Microsoft windows application and restricting the size of a 
table according to a limited number of securities or security categories), controlling the 
height of each table (See paragraph 802, which discusses the configuration or settings 
of a graphical table interface including size and formatting of the table); and a display 
setting tab to restrict layouts (See paragraph 304, which discusses a Display Setting tab 
page that allows a user to restrict size of particular layouts). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the Martyn et al. and Lutnick et al. combination to include resizing of trading 
displays and restricting at least one of the selectable layouts as taught by Ram et al. in 
order to combine the known techniques of pre-defined movement, size, and display 
within the context of a computer to achieve the predictable result of providing 
customized user preferences. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to cancelled claims 1-12 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL R. ZECHER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3032. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 alt. Fridays 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Alexander Kalinowski/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3691 

MRZ 



